pretty much convinced me that legally maybe
Mr. Mullins doesn't have too good a case, but I
haven't made up my mind for certain.  I'm just
letting you see that you had a better case than
I thought you had, Mr. Heenan.  That's what
makes these cases interesting I guess.  If they
weren't close questions we wouldn't have hear-
_ings and we wouldn't have contested cases.

I think at this point we can go ahead and
have Mr. Mullins testify, then Mr. Ward and
Mr. Heenan can ask him any questions that they
want to, and then we can hear for the first time
what he thinks about all of these things that he
.has been hearing the attorneys expound on.  I'm
sure he's not too pleased with a lot of these
arguments, just as I wasn't when they started
out.  I thought they were somewhat frivolous
when we started but actually they seem to have a
little more merit to them than I first antici-
pated.  We've been going an hour, suppose we
take a little break at this point and then we'll
start out with Mr. Mullins.

The other basis given in DSO's affidavit for my alleged
prejudice against it is that I stated, at the close of the
hearing, after I had set dates for the filing of briefs,
words to the effect that I would give complainant all the
"help" I could under the Act.

The portion of my statement on pages 35 and 36 which D30
claims is evidence of prejudice toward D30 is that I referred
to D30's arguments as being "somewhat frivolous1'.  Despite my
unflattering description of D30's arguments, I have discussed
them in detail in this decision, have considered them fully,
and have given the reasons for my belief that they do not
overcome the discrimination which is prohibited by section
105 (c) (1) of the Act.  D30 also contends that my statement at
pages 35 and 36 shows that I am not able to render an impar-
tial decision in this case because I had prejudged the merits
of D30's arguments before the hearing was held.  I have been
hearing and deciding cases under the.discrimination provi-
sions of both the 1969 and 1977 Acts for more than 13 years
and I have formed tentative legal opinions as to the validity
of cases^filed under those provisions after I have read each"
of the discrimination complaints which have been assigned to
me.

( The courts have uniformly rejected a claim of a judge's
having formed legal opinions as a basis for the grant of a

1892he court became apparent.  That is too late."
